
PEEFACE.

T H E family of Digby is stated by genealogists to have borne

originally the name of Tilton, which is that of a parish in the county

of Leicester in which they possessed lands. On the removal of

their residence to Digby, which is situate in the adjoining county of

Lincoln, they relinquished the name of Tilton and assumed their

present name, although still retaining their property in the former

parish. This change took place so long ago as in the reign of Henry

III., and Dugdale* shadows forth the descent of many generations or

Digbys from that distant period. At the battle of Towton, which was

fought in 1461, three brothers of the name of Digby fell fighting on

the side of the House of Lancaster; and in the next generation it is

said that seven brethren, sons of an Everard Digby, eldest brother or

the three who fell at Towton, drew sword in the same cause on the

field of Bosworth. Henry VII. acknowledged his obligations to the

seven by giving them shares in the forfeited estates of the supporters or

the House of York; and from Everard and Simon Digby, two of those

seven, there descended two families of Digbys who established them-

selves, one at Drystoke in Rutlandshire, and the other at Coleshill

in Warwickshire. In the reign of Queen Elizabeth these two divi-

* Baronage, ii. 436.
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sions of the family made themselves conspicuous; that of Rutland-

shire by having at its head a Kenelm Digby, six times sheriff of

the county, and an active, useful magistrate; and that of Warwick-

shire, under a Sir George Digby, one of the noble band of English-

men who fought at Zutphen when Sir Philip Sidney received his

death-wound. Sir George earned his knighthood from the hand of

the Earl of Leicester for his gallantry on that occasion.*

The reign of James I. was a period of peculiar importance to both

these branches of the family of Digby. One special incident in that

reign made what is called the fortune of one of them, and over-

whelmed the other with disgrace. John Digby, a handsome

youngest son of the Warwickshire house, was despatched to the

Court by Lord Harrington to apprise the King of the design of the

Gunpowder Conspirators upon the Princess Elizabeth, and of the

measures taken for her security. The well-favoured messenger

attracted his Majesty's attention. After a preliminary course of

preferment in the royal household, he was sent to Spain as ambas-

sador; he afterwards played a conspicuous part in the difficulties

arising out of the intended Spanish match, and was created Earl of

Bristol in 1622. Nor was this the only dignity procured by the

Warwickshire branch of the family. The Earl of Bristol's eldest

surviving brother, Robert, was knighted by the Earl of Essex in

Ireland in 1596, and married the Baroness Offaley, heir-general of

the House of Kildare. He died in 1618, leaving as his eldest son

another Robert, who was created an Irish peer in 1620, by the title

of Lord Digby of Geashill, with the condition that his mother's dig-

nity, which had been a subject of dispute, should revert, upon her

decease, to the House of Kildare. t

* Stowe's Annales, p. 739, ed. Howes. f Lodge's Peerage, ed. 1789, vi. 288.
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In the meantime, mere nopeless ruin seemed to have overtaken the

other branch of the family. Kenelm Digby died in 1590; his son,

a Sir Everard, the favourite Christian name of the family,* followed

him two years afterwards, leaving his eldest son, another Everard,

at the dangerous age of eleven. The boy inherited even more than

the good looks which belonged to all his house. He grew up to be

esteemed the handsomest man in England. He was knighted in

1603, and made a great match in marriage with Mary, daughter

and one of the co-heiresses of William Mulsho of Gayhurst, or, as

it was then called, Gotehurst, in the county of Buckingham. On

his marriage he removed from the more distant Drystoke to the

pleasant, or, as the poet Cowper designates it, the "happy," situa-

tion of Gayhurst. But during the few years of his occupancy

Gayhurst, however agreeable its commanding site, must have been

anything rather than a happy place. Sir Everard probably came

into his wife's religion as well as her property; at any event he was

a Roman Catholic. Enthusiastically anxious to promote what he

deemed the interests of his Church, he entered, when little more

than a boy, into the intrigues and conspiracies of the day. Tradition

tells of secret chambers constructed by him at Gayhurst for conceal-

ment of priests, and of meetings held there of persons unknown, and

for purposes not disclosed, and therefore deemed culpable. Once

on this dangerous track, the love he bore to Catesby, who exercised

a singular fascination over all his friends, not merely kept the shal-

low and impetuous Sir Everard steady, but plunged him, at the age

of twenty-four, into the very depths of the Gunpowder Treason.

* There were six successive Everards as the heads of the house, in so many successive
generations, with the single interposition of the Kenelm above alluded to. Lodge's
Peerage of Ireland, ed. 1789, vi. 262.
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Seeing, as he said, that the cause of what he termed religion " lay

at the stake, he entered into resolution to neglect, in that behalf, his

estate, his life, his name, his memory, his posterity, and all worldly

and earthly felicity whatsoever . . . for the restoring of the Catholic

religion in England."* He agreed to assist the atrocious project

with l,500Z. in money, and to be the leader of a pretended hunting

party which was to assemble at Dunchurch in Warwickshire on the

fatal 5th November, whilst the frightful deed was being transacted

at Westminster. On receiving notice that the blow was struck, he

and his companions were to proceed to Combe Abbey, to take pos-

session of the Princess Elizabeth, and to proclaim her Queen.

Sir Everard was so entirely blind to the moral character of the

action upon which he had embarked as to be astonished and shocked

when he found that even " Catholics and priests " condemned the

means resorted to by the conspirators as " a great sin." He began,

under such circumstances, even to question his own " good state,"

a consideration which overwhelmed him with " more bitterness of

grief" than all his other miseries. Such is his own statement in

private letters which he found means to have conveyed from the

Tower to his friends.f He afterwards either settled his mind to a

contrary conclusion upon this point, or did not care to make so large

an admission to the audience assembled around his scaffold. To them

he declared, even at the moment of his death, that " in respect of his

religion " he held the action for which he was about to suffer to be

" no offence," although, in respect of the law, it was otherwise.}:

* The Gunpowder Treason, ed. 1679, p. (55).
•f They were discovered seventy years afterwards among the muniments of his son Sir

Kenelm, and were published in The Gunpowder Treason, ed. 1679, pp. 167—170.
J Jardine's Gunpowder Treason, ed. 1857, p. 147.
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On his trial, Sir Everard petitioned with earnestness that his

punishment might not extend beyond himself. He craved especially

that his wife might enjoy her jointure, and his son the benefit of an

entail made long before any thought was entertained of the Gun-

powder Conspiracy. Attorney-General Coke answered " Nimrod

Digby " with needless, but with him (it is to be feared) customary,

ferocity, that, inasmuch as for the Catholic cause he had been content

to neglect the ruin of himself, his wife, his estates, " and all," he

should have his desire "as 'tis in the Psalm, 'Le t his wife be a

widow, and his children vagabonds, let his posterity be destroyed,

and in the next generation let his name be quite put out. '" The

anathema of the Hebrew poet, no less than the law of the Attorney-

General, failed in its application to the family of Sir Everard.

After a litigation of several years, the law upheld the conveyance

to uses which he had made, and thus lands stated to have been of

the value of 3,000Z. per annum* were saved to his family, f

That family consisted of two sons, the elder named Kenelm, after

his paternal great-grandfather, the younger John, probably after his

distant relative the future Earl of Bristol. It is of the elder of these

two we have now to treat. He was the writer of the Journal which

is here published, and according to his own statement in certain

autobiographical memoranda, which will be mentioned hereafter,

was " about 20 days more than two years 6 months old " when his

father was put to death.

Many things relating to Sir Kenelm Digby have been in dispute,

and among them the day of his birth. Generally speaking absolute

exactness in that particular is of little moment for the purposes of

* Aubrey's Lives, ii. 328.
f There is a fine full-length portrait of Sir Everard at Peniarth ; the artist is unknown.
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biography, but in Sir Kenelm's case the determination is a subject

of curiosity if not of importance. One precise day—the 11th June

—has been assigned to his birth, his victory at Scanderoon—one of

the most important incidents of his history—and his death. Ben

Jorison stated his belief in the concurrency of the first and second

of these events in lines addressed to Sir Kenelm's wife, with an

amplification which seems to show that it was a belief in the fact,

and not the necessity of rhyme, which led him to that conclusion:—

Witness his action done at Scanderoon,
Upon his birth-day, the eleventh of June,
When the Apostle Barnaby the bright *
Unto one year doth give the longest light ;f

and when Sir Kenelm had run his course, his friend and panegyrist

Dr. Richard Farrar composed some lines upon him by way of

epitaph, in which he asserted that he was

Born on the day he died, the eleventh of June,
And that day bravely fought at Scanderoon;
'Tis rare that one and the same day should be
His day of birth, of death, of victory.^

The Oxford antiquary, Anthony Wood, called in question the

first of these dates,§ on the authority of a Book of Nativities

collected by Dr. Richard Napier of Buckinghamshire,! a MS. then

* Before the change of style the 11th June, the day of St. Barnabas, was the longest
day, a fact commemorated in an old popular invocation alluded to in Jonson's lines:

" Barnaby bright! Barnaby bright!
The longest day and the shortest night."

•)• Underwoods; Jonson's Works, ed. Gifford, ix. 47. Gifford sneers at Wood and
Aubrey, as a couple of dreamers, not worth an argument.

$ Biog. Brit. ed. Kippis, art. Sir Kenelm Digby.
§ Ath. Oxon. iii. 688.
|| The Dr. Napier, or perhaps rather Napper, who is here mentioned, was rector of Great

Linford, Bucks. He was a pupil of Simon Forman, whose papers came into his hands.



PREFACE. XI

in the hands of Elias Ashmole; and also on that of an Almanack for

1673 published by John Gadbury. Dr. Campbell, the writer of the

article in the Biographia Britannica to which we have just referred,

disputed the value of Anthony Wood's authorities, upon the ground

that Dr. Napier's " work" was written in a very bad hand, and that

Gadbury probably merely borrowed from Napier, or, if not, that his

handwriting was no better than Napier's. Gadbury may be given up

as not worth defending upon any point; but Wood's other authority,

which is now Ashmole MS. No. 174, is unimpeachable. Dr. Campbell

speaks of the MS., it will have been noticed, as a "work " of Dr.

Napier, and as if it were written in his hand. Wood describes it more

accurately as a Book of Nativities collected by him, and therefore

likely to consist of papers written in various hands. Such it is, and

the particular paper which relates to Sir Kenelm Digby, which occurs

at fol. 75 of the MS., is written in a large, bold, distinct hand—a

clearer or plainer hand can scarcely be conceived. Dr. Campbell's

argument, therefore, falls to the ground entirely; and to make the

date still more absolutely certain, the handwriting of the paper in

question is not only as legible as writing can be, but it is the hand-

writing of Sir Kenelm Digby himself.* The principal passage of

the manuscript which relates to this subject is written under an

astrological scheme of nativity, and is as follows: " This figure was

erected, not by the Ephemerides, but by Maginus his tables, for one

On Dr. Napper's death the papers passed to his brother, Sir Robert Napper, a Turkey
merchant, whose son Thomas Napper presented them to Elias Ashmole.—Lilly's Hist,
ed. 1715, pp. 16, 52.

* I am indebted to the Rev. W. D. Macray, of the Bodleian Library, not only for most
kindly pointing out to me this MS. but for a transcript of it, and for comparing the hand-
writing with a fac-simile of a portion of the Journal now published, with which it entirely
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borne as aforesaid 1603, according to the English account the 11 of

July, betweene 5 and 6 of the clocke in the morning, wch is the 10th

day of that moneth, and 17 houres and a halfe after noone; ac-

cording to the reformed calendar it is so many houres after the

20th day."*

However we may endeavour to account for the mistakes of Ben

Jonson and Dr. Farrar, we cannot, in the face of these reiterated

assertions, conclude otherwise than that Sir Kenelm's birthday was

the 11th July 1603, and, therefore, that it was not in the same month

as his victory or his death.

His early life is a period with respect to which our information is

extremely defective and contradictory. In childhood, and especially

whilst his right to his father's entailed estates remained in dispute,

it may well be supposed that he continued under the care of his

mother, who would bring him up in her own religious faith. But

it is asserted that after his right to considerable estates had been

confirmed by legal adjudication, he was placed under other guardian-

ship. " He seems to have been taken early out of her [i. e. his

mother's] hands," these are the words of Dr. Campbell,f " since it

is certain that he renounced the errors of Popery very young, and

was carefully bred in the Protestant religion, chiefly, as there is

*' Following the above passage there are various autobiographical memoranda, prin-
cipally relating to sicknesses and accidents, which run on to the twenty-first year of Sir
Kenelm's age, about which time the MS. was probably written, and the whole concludes,
as if to make assurance upon the subject of the birthday doubly sure, with the following
reiteration of the explanation as to the application of the new and old style to the scheme
of nativity: " The places of the planets were collected out of the Ephemerides of
Origanus, who in the first columne on the left hand setting downe the dayes of the
moneth according to the Gregorian reformed account, they are thus the 20th day with
the odde houres, to wch correspondeth on the right hand of the other page the 10th day
according to the Julian old Kalendar."

•| Biog. Brit. ed. Kippis, v. 185.
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good reason to believe, under the direction of Archbishop Laud,

then Dean of Gloucester, who had a very great affection for him,

and had reclaimed a near relation of his from Popery." Anthony

Wood in some degree confirms this statement by asserting that he

was " trained up in the Protestant religion."* All this is of course

very possible, nor is it at all at variance with the usages of that day;

but we have failed to discover Dr. Campbell's "good reason" for

supposing any portion of it to be true. The course of Sir Kenelm's

religious history was, in short, as follows : Roman Catholicism had,

to use his own words, a right of possession in him from his birth.

At some time which has not yet been ascertained he cast off his

early faith and adhered to the Church of England. Early in 1636

he abjured the Church of England and returned to the Church of

Rome, in which he continued until his death. Now the question is:

What was the date of his first change? Is it "certain" that he

came over to the Church of England when " very young,'1 and that

he was a subject of the careful tending and very great affection of

Archbishop Laud between November 1616 and October 1621, that

is, whilst he was Dean of Gloucester, the same prelate having pre-

viously reclaimed from Rome one of his near relations. From all

that we have seen these statements appear to be mere imagination.

Dr. Campbell refers to "Wharton's Troubles and Trials of Laud" as

his authority. No vouchee can be more satisfactory. Wharton was

not without prejudices, nor is his book without mistakes, but every one

will admit him to have been a true scholar and an honourable man.

All that Wharton states upon the subject is that Archbishop Laud

in his defence on his trial enumerated various persons whom he had

* Ath. Oxon. iii. 688.
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brought over from the Church of Rome, and among them he named

a " M r . Digby" who was " a priest." The whole passage is as

follows: " Mr. Digby was a priest and Mr. James Gentleman a

schoolmaster in a recusant's house. This latter was brought to me

by a minister fas far as I remember) in Buckinghamshire. I con-

verted both of them, and they remain settled."* There is nothing,

it will be observed, about any presumed relationship between Mr.

Digby and Sir Kenelm, nor anything to lead to the inference that

the conversion of the former was a link between the latter and the

Archbishop.

But what says Wharton about Digby's own conversion ? When

Digby was reconciled to Rome, in 1636, the Archbishop wrote to

him a long letter of regret and remonstrance, which Wharton pub-

lished. In the course of it there are many allusions to Digby's

previous change from Roman Catholicism to Protestantism. The

Archbishop appeals to the arguments which had then weighed upon

Digby's mind. He writes about them as one who had been familiar

with Digby at that time, and had known all the circumstances to

which he alludes. He contends that the reasons which were then

operative still existed unimpeached. Digby asserted that he had

learned that the Church of Rome left him free to believe or not to

believe certain particulars which constituted a motive for his previous

secession. Laud reminds him that the Church of Rome did not

leave him free to disbelieve the things which it had determined, and

inquired whether his former dislike was not grounded upon some

things of that kind. Again, Sir Kenelm had remarked that his

greatest difficulties as between the two Churches were solved, now

that he could distinguish between the opinions of new men, raised

* Wharton's Troubles of Laud, p. 227.
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upon wrested inferences, and the plain articles of faith delivered at

the first. The Archbishop appealed to him whether he could not

make this distinction long before he joined himself to the Church of

England, and reminded him that his dislike of the power claimed by

the Church of Rome of adding new articles to the old faith was

a leading motive which led him to his first revolt. Finally, when

Digby argued that he had allowed himself, on the occasion of his

first change, to be misled by a mere semblance of good reasons, the

Archbishop answered, Why may not that which seems clear to you

now be but apparent, as well as that which formerly seemed clear

to you seem but semblance now ? The double change established

nothing but the fallibility of his judgment. His return to Romanism

might be but a relapse into a former sickness, although he mistook

it for a recovery from a former fall.* Throughout his letter the

Archbishop treats Digby's adherence to the Church of England as

the result of consideration and mental conviction. His arguments

would lose all their force and meaning if it could be shown that

Digby's conversion was not the action of a manly intellect, but the

immature conclusion of a mere lad.

But we have more evidence upon this point than was known to

Dr. Campbell. There exists in the British Museum a manuscript

volume of Private Memoirs of Sir Kenelm Digby, which was pub-

lished by Sir Harris Nicolas in the year 1827. (Lond. 8vo.) It

is a book of a strange fantastic character; a history of Digby's

courtship and final attainment in marriage of a celebrated beauty,

related in the form of a romance. The places and persons mentioned

in it are disguised under fictitious and occasionally fanciful names.

This circumstance, and the long sentimental dialogues of which it is

* Wharton's Troubles of Laud, p. 610.
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principally composed, give it an air of unreality, but in substance

it is true ; the facts stated are those which the writer believed, and

even the high-flown dialogues have a substratum of reality. The

body is actual; it is the drapery only that is ideal.

In the course of this volume it is related that Digby was in Spain

during the embassy of his kinsman the future Earl of Bristol in

relation to the contemplated marriage between Prince Charles

and the Spanish Infanta. Whilst there Digby was occasionally

employed by his kinsman in the business of his mission. He

made his way wherever he went, and in Spain he was peculiarly

acceptable to the " Mufti of Egypt," under which disguise we

are to understand the Archbishop of Toledo, the principal ecclesi-

astical dignitary in Spain. Digby himself states two reasons for this

success: first, because, having been lately in Italy, he had there

bee a acquainted with some of the Archbishop's relations; and

secondly, because "their religion was the same." Again; Digby

tells us that in the course of conversation with his relation the

ambassador, he expressed his regret that Digby had been educated

in a religion contrary to what " now reigneth in Peloponnesus," i. e.

England; and gave utterance to a hope that they should not be

long of different opinions, pointing out to him that he might thus

obtain employment in the service of their royal master. Digby

urged in reply the preference he was inclined to give to a life of

retirement; "bu t for what you say concerning religion," he con-

tinued, " I shall say as you did, that I wish we may not be long in

different opinions, but I mean by your embracing of mine, not I of

yours." Here, then, up to the year 1623, Digby's twenty-first

year, we have him decidedly a Roman Catholic,—a fact which gives

pith to the reasoning of Archbishop Laud's letter, but blows to the
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winds Dr. Campbell's theory of Digby's youthful conversion, and

the care and very great affection of his early bringing up under the

Dean of Gloucester.

These minute and uninteresting particulars have led us far away

from the current of our narrative but they involve questions which

must be followed out if our literature is ever to be freed from such

fallacies as those of Dr. Campbell. We now resume our course under

the safer guidance of Digby's own autobiographical memoranda.

In the summer of 1617, when 14 years of age, Digby crossed

the sea and took a long journey " into foreign nations," in which

he was absent "seven or eight months."* In whose companion-

ship he travelled, or what course he took, we are not informed; but

in his later books he is liberal in the introduction of anecdotes of his

past travels, and from several of them it may be inferred that on

this occasion he stayed some considerable time in Spain.

On his return, imbued, we may believe, with foreign notions, if

not with foreign manners, he was sent, " about 1618,"f to Gloucester

Hall, now Worcester College, at that time one of the minor collegiate

establishments at Oxford, where he was committed " to the care of

Thomas Allen, but to the tuition of another."| Digby's pro-guardian

was a man of considerable celebrity in his own day—one of those

laborious inquirers who passed their lives in groping after philosophical

truth, but discovered little because they sought it by means altogether

mistaken. Allen's contemporaries spoke of him with superlative

admiration. One designated him as not only the prince or Coryphaeus,

but the original and sun of all the mathematicians of the time;§ and

* Ashmole MS. 174, fo. 77. t Ath. Oxon. iii. 688. t Ibid.
5 Burton's Orat. Funeb. Thorn. Alleni, Lond. 1632, p. 6, quoted in Wood's Athense,

ii. 542.
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another termed him " the father of all learning and virtuous industry,

and an unfeigned lover and furtherer of all good arts and sciences."*

Such laudation is not merely excessive, but it tells us far less

about the man to whom it is applied than we may gather from a

single fact. Henry the ninth Earl of Northumberland occupied

himself during his long imprisonment in the Tower, and after it

came to an end at Penshurst, in gathering around him, for pur-

poses of study and experiment, a band of men who were ardent

pursuers of chemical and philosophical studies. Harriot, Dee, and

Warner were leading members of this association, and so was

Thomas Allen. Slaves to the prejudices of their age, the eminent

endowments of these men in learning and ability did not preserve

them from accepting the doctrine of astrological influences as the

foundation of their inquiries, and seeking in the movements of the

heavenly bodies for a clue to the accidents of life and the revolutions

of nations. " Making guilty of our disasters the sun, the moon, and

the stars," they wandered from truth in their endeavours to approach

towards it, and earned for the Earl the reputation of being a wizard,

and for themselves that of being his attendant magicians, f

Such a man was not the best possible mentor for a youth of an

active inquiring spirit. Nor was Allen likely to have been chosen

in that capacity by Archbishop Laad. His love of the Church and

of St. John's would have led him to prefer an ecclesiastic and his

favourite college to an old astrologer and Gloucester Hall. The

* Wood's Athense Oxon., ii. 541, ed. Bliss.
*i" Raising spirits was managed by these men with a facility which may well excite the

envy of modern experimenters in that branch of inquiry. Allen's servitor at Gloucester
Hall thought it for the credit of his master to assure " freshmen and simple people," that
he sometimes met the spirits coming up Allen's staircase like bees.—Aubrey's Lives, ii.
202.
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early foreign tour, and the supervision of a gentleman full of old-

world learning, and not likely to trouble himself about Digby's

religion, point rather to maternal than to clerical superintendence.

As a companion no one could have been more agreeable than Allen.

Remarkable for cheerfulness and facetiousness, even when he had

attained a very advanced period of life, everybody courted his

society, and every college made a point of securing his presence on

their gaudy days, whilst his long vacation was passed in a round of

visits to great people, ever happy—as others are—to throw open

their doors to a pleasant entertaining guest. *

Allen formed the very highest opinion of Digby's talents. The

youthful ardour of his pursuit after knowledge won the heart of the

old savant. He gave the young student the use of his books and

instruments, initiated him into his secrets, and trumpeted him forth

to the world as a universal genius. Digby imbibed Allen's opinions

and was probably even influenced by the pleasantness of his manners,

but did not stay at Oxford to take a degree. He remained there, as

a gentleman commoner, for more than two years, and then again

went to the continent. In this change we trace the influence of his

mother very distinctly.

Digby was now verging upon manhood, and it is clear from the

united testimony of his contemporaries and the evidence of portraits

* It is of him that a somewhat hackneyed story is related which we should not repeat
but for the evidence it gives to the general idea entertained of the character of his pur-
suits. In his day pocket-watches were little known in remote districts. Visiting at the
seat of the Scudamores in Herefordshire, Allen left his time-piece under his pillow. The
chambermaids finding the thing, and hearing it cry tick ! tick ! concluded it was Mr.
Allen's familiar. They determined to drown the infernal spirit, and canted it, with the
tongs, out of the window into the moat. Unfortunately for their good intentions, the
string by which it was suspended caught in an alder, and so, writes Aubrey, " the good
old gentleman got his watch again." (Aubrey's Lives, ii. 203.) A watch, in all proba-
bility the very subject of this anecdote, was bequeathed by Allen to Mrs. Martha Anian,
wife of Dr. Thomas Anian.—Will proved at Doc. Com. 26 Nov. 1632.



XX PREFACE.

that a handsomer young fellow has been seldom seen. The here-

ditary good looks of the father were scarcely less conspicuous in the

son, and in the latter, to a stature almost gigantic, there was added

a winning voice, " a flowing courtesy and civility, and such a

volubility of language as surprised and delighted."* Gifted with

such qualities, and endowed with many of the dispositions which are

most attractive in youth, sensitive in honour and unquestionable in

courage, it is not surprising that at an early age he became a subject

of the tender passion. His affection met with a return, and the

lady was on many accounts a singularly appropriate match. She

was a daughter of Sir Edward Stanley, of Tonge Castle, Shropshire,

eldest son of Sir Thomas Stanley, a younger son of Edward third

Earl of Derby, Her mother was Lucy, daughter of Thomas Percy

seventh Earl of Northumberland. " Truly," as Sir Harris Nicolas

has remarked, " might Digby boast" that his Venetia, for that was

the lady's Christian name, was "born of parents that in the antiquity

and lustre of their houses, and in the goods of fortune, were inferior

to none in Great Britain." But considerations of birth or wealth

were as nothing in comparison with the bodily and mental perfec-

tions of Venetia herself. All that in that age is recorded of female

beauty is thrown into the shade by what we read of her. Not

merely in the high-flown raptures of Sir Kenelm, but in the writings

of some of the gravest of her contemporaries, it is admitted that by

the beauty and regularity of her features, the perfection of her

figure, the grace and elegance of her movements, the splendour of

her hair, which Digby declares to have seemed " as though a stream

of the sun's beams had been gathered together and converted into a

solid substance,"f and above all by an intellect as clear as it was

* Clarendon's Autobiog. ed. 1843, p. 924. f Private Memoirs, p. 80.
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quick, and by manners soft but not weak, confiding and yet control-

ling, she commanded an admiration that was all but universal.

Unfortunately for Digby, her power was ineffectual in that very

quarter where he would have most liked that it should have been

triumphant. He was devotedly attached, but his mother was no

less strongly adverse. The grounds of her dislike do not appear, but

she did all she could to keep the lovers apart, and strongly urged

upon Digby another match. To evade her " earnest and daily soli-

citations," he requested permission to complete his education abroad.

His mother saw in the proposal a separation from Venetia, and per-

haps also an escape from the contagion of Protestantism, and gladly

consented to his removal from Oxford to Paris, from whence in due

time he was to proceed upon the customary grand tour. Binding

himself to Venetia, and she to him, by the most impassioned vows,

he again left England, in April 1620.*

He remained for some months in Paris, and in the summer, to

avoid the plague, removed to Angers. At the latter place he tells

us that his constancy to Venetia was tempted by the Queen Mother

Marie de Medici, under whose observation he was brought at a

masqued ball. Flying from royal importunity, he spread a report

of his death in a civil tumult, and escaped into Italy by sea. He

remained in that country, chiefly at. Florence, a considerable period.

Thence he was drawn into Spain by the invitation of his kinsman

the ambassador, as already related.

Digby's arrival in Madrid happened to agree within a few days

with that of Prince Charles and the Duke of Buckingham in their

stolen match-making visit to the Spanish Court. A handsome

* Ashmole MS. 174, fo. 77.
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young Englishman, acquainted with foreign manners and with the

Spanish language, was an acceptable addition to the Prince's narrow

household, and Digby was at once taken into attendance upon the

heir to the English throne. His kinsman Bristol was not in favour

with Buckingham, and consequently not with the Prince; but

Digby's pleasant manners made him acceptable everywhere, and he

kept his place, in spite of all disagreements.

In one of Sir Kenelm's books there is an account of an incident

which happened at this period, and in which the Prince took part.

Digby was particularly curious in investigating the cases of all

persons who fell in his way who were in any degree physically

remarkable. In the place referred to,* he tells the story of a deaf-

mute, a distinguished person in the Court of Spain, a younger

brother of the Constable of Castile, who under the teaching of a

priest, and by dint of great natural quickness of observation, not

only learned to speak " as distinctly as any man whatever," but also

to " hear with his eyes " so as to understand so perfectly what others

said, " that he would not lose a word in a whole day's conversation."

Such cases were then extraordinarily rare, and Digby, who as a

writer is always diffuse, dwells upon the wonder with proportionable

minuteness.

" I have often discoursed with him," he remarks, " whilst I

waited on the Prince of Wales (now our gracious sovereign) in

Spain. And I doubt not but his Majesty remembers all I have

said of him, and much more, for his Majesty was very curious to

observe and inquire into the utmost of it. . . . He could discern in

another whether he spoke shrill or low; and he would repeat after

* " Of Bodies and of Man's Soul," 4to. Lond. 1669, p. 320.
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any body any hard word whatever; which the Prince tried often,

not only in English, but by making some Welshmen that served

his Highness * speak words of their language, which he so perfectly

echoed that I confess I wondered more at that than at all the

rest."f

Digby continued with the Prince throughout his stay in Spain,

accompanied him on his return voyage from Santander, and landed

with him at Portsmouth on the 5th October 1623. Attended by

the Duke of Buckingham, the Prince immediately went on to Guild-

ford, setting the kingdom, as he proceeded, in a blaze of joy at his

i*eturn without a bride. The next morning early he reached the

metropolis, and the same evening the two " sweet boys and dear

venturous knights, worthy to be put in a new romanso,"J threw

themselves into the arms of their " dear dad and gossip."

Digby was unable to travel with such rapidity. " A great indis-

position took him " as he set foot on his native soil. As soon as he

could leave Portsmouth, he went across the country to Gayhurst,

* Sir Richard Wynne of Gwydir, afterwards Treasurer to Queen Henrietta Maria, was
with Prince Charles in Spain, and wrote a narrative of what he observed in that country,
which was printed by Hearne in his Historia Vitae Ricardi II. by a monk of Evesham ;
Oxford, 1729. It was reprinted by Mr. Halliwell in his edition of the Autobiography
of Sir Simonds D'Ewes, ii. 415.

f It may be agreeable to some of our readers interested in this curious case of vox
oculis suhjecta, to read what succeeds the passage we have quoted above: "And his
master himself would acknowledge that the rules of his art reached not to produce that
effect with any certainty; and therefore concluded this in him must spring from other
rules he had framed to himself.... The knowledge he had of what they said sprung from
his observing the motions they made, so that he could converse currently in the light,
though they he talked with whispered never so softly, and I have seen him, at the distance
of a large chamber's breadth, say words after one that I standing close by the speaker
could not hear a syllable of. But if he were in the dark, or if he turned his face out of
sight, he was capable of nothing he said."

X Hardwicke's State Papers, i. 399, Letter of King James.
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where his mother continued to reside; and on the 23rd October

presented himself to the King at Hinchinbrooke, and received the

honour of knighthood, with many compliments on his learning.

Fortunately for him, the Prince and Buckingham were present on

the occasion; for such was King James's timidity in the use of the

naked sword, that, not enduring to look upon it, he turned his face

another way, and in lieu of touching the shoulder of the knight-to-be,

would have thrust the point into one of his eyes. Buckingham,

perceiving the difficulty, stepped forward and guided the royal

hand.* Digby was about the same time also appointed a Gentleman

of the Privy Chamber to the Prince.

The course of time now brings us to an incident which may well

be looked upon as one of the turning-points of Digby's life. During

his absence from England there had occurred between himself and

Venetia many of those infinite mischances which ordinarily happen

in romances, but not elsewhere. The false rumour of his death had

travelled at the pace of all ill news. It found its way to Venetia

with certainty and ease. But his many letters from France and

Italy had all miscarried. The lady, on her part, after having been

all but drowned in the very lowest depths of grief, had ultimately

begun to find consolation in the attentions of another admirer, but

he had proved unworthy of his chains, and had been cast off. Digby,

on his part, deceived, as he afterwards believed, by false or exagge-

rated representations of Venetia's misconduct and unfaithfulness,

abandoned himself to rage and despair, consigned her love-tokens to

the fire, and forswore the sex. In the meantime the world was busy

with the lady's reputation. She lived in London, apart from her

* Digby's Discourse on the Powder of Sympathy, p. 105.
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father and her other relations, a life of dangerous independence, and

was one of the attractions of the gayer part of what would now be

termed " society." Clarendon remarks that she acquired for herself

a reputation no less extraordinary than her beauty; others tell us

that her lodging was a place of common resort for young men of

fashion; and finally, an antiquarian gossip who loved to record the

minutest incidents which came to his knowledge, whether exactly

true or otherwise, says plainly that she had children by the Earl of

Dorset, who allowed her an annuity of 5001.* Such rumours did

not of course tend to conciliate Lady Digby, who had a hand, as Sir

Kenelm believed, in causing his letters to miscarry, and would pro-

bably have done anything else to keep the lovers apart. But " the

stars who ruled their actions," to use the favourite language of

Digby, had ordained otherwise. He did not return to London until

near the end of December 1623. The day, as he tells us, was

bright and mild, a winter's day on which the sun threw forth " more

comfortable and glorious beams than it had done of many days

before." Its beauty tempted " persons of quality to come forth in

their coaches into the fields." f Among them was Venetia. Digby

met her just as he was entering the town. The sight of her, re-

clining pensively in her carriage alone,| renewed all his former

raptures. He sent his servant to find her out. He solicited per-

mission to call upon her on the following day. He went to the

appointment like the poor moth, " with resolution only to please

himself in so fair a sight, deeming her unworthy of his more serious

affection." § He even showed how entirely he had given credit to

the current rumours respecting her conduct, by treating her with a

* Aubrey's Lives, ii. 331. t Private Memoirs, p. 201.
t Ibid. p. 202. § Ibid. p. 203.
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freedom unwarranted even by their previous intimacy. With " noble

anger and disdain she banished him from her presence, and it was a

long time before he could take off that hard sentence, though he

daily offered up to her indignation much sorrow and unfeigned signs

of deep repentance."* In the end the humbled suppliant, or should

we not rather say the insulted beauty, triumphed. In spite of the

dissuasions of friends, and the remonstrances of his mother, they

were privately married, and the marriage was kept concealed, even

from the relatives of the lady, until the birth of their second child,

which took place on the 29th December 1627.

In his Private Memoirs Sir Kenelm has vindicated his marriage

by arguments which are strikingly characteristic. He urges strongly

the intensity of their mutual affection, which he mainly attributes to

" t h e s tars ;"! he triumphantly enumerates Venetia's admirable

qualities, her noble descent, her beauty, the excellence of her wit,

the sweetness of her disposition, and the soundness of her judgment,

and scornfully contrasts a union with such a person with being

" tied in perpetual chains to one of the vulgar stamp." He slurs

over the imputations upon her former life as the " innocent error "

of " indiscreet unstayed youth, or rather childhood," which " cast a

mist over her judgment. " | " I know the worst," he remarks, " that

can be objected against her . . . and more than any man else doth;

and if I err my judgment will be in fault as much as my affection.

. . . Actions of this quality," that is, such as his marriage, " are to

* Private Memoirs, p. 205. f Pp. 269, 289.
X P. 276. He describes the same " error " in other places as " a little indulgency of a

gentle nature which sprung from some indiscretion, or rather want of experience,'1 p.
151; and again, at p. 273, " the sweetness of her disposition is such that, through the
A irulent malice of this age, it hath been the only cause of all her misfortunes."
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be condemned in them that do them through infirmity and weak-

ness, but not in those that do them out of a superiority and strength

of mind; and I have so great confidence of myself as to think that

my doing a thing of this nature should, to the vulgar sort, warrant

the goodness of it. The best way to judge of any action is to inform

one's self first of him who did it; for that may be a virtue to one

man which in another may be a vice#* One scarcely knows

whether more to admire the blindness or the self-conceit of a line of

argument which would make female licentiousness blameless because

it was practised by Venetia, and justify the selection of such ladies

for wives by the example of Sir Kenelm.

The two or three years which followed Digby's marriage, although

devoted almost exclusively to the society of his wife, are distinguished

by one circumstance which has left an indelible impression in

connexion with his name—his introduction to public notice of

the " Powder of Sympathy." The story, as he tells it, is very

unmistakeable.

James Howell, the author of the Familiar Letters, and of many

other books, some of them extremely well known, coming suddenly

upon two of his friends who were engaged in a duel, threw himself

between them and received two desperate cuts from their drawn

swords, one on the front and the other on the back of his right hand.

King James L, " who much affected the said Mr. Howell," sent one

of his surgeons to attend him ; but after four or five days Howell,

who had known Digby in Spain, came to his residence and prayed

him to look at his hand, for " I understand," remarked Howell,

" that you have extraordinary remedies upon such occasions." The

hand was much inflamed, extremely painful, and threatened "to

* Private Mem. p. 278.
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grow to a gangrene." Digby asked to have given to him any

article that had upon it some of the blood which had issued from the

wound. The hand had at first been bound up with a garter.

Ho well sent for that. In the meantime Digby called for a bason of

water, as if he would wash his hands, and taking a handful of

powder of vitriol dissolved it in the water. When the bloody garter

was brought to him, he immersed it in the bason. Howell was at

that time talking with a gentleman in another part of the room.

Of a sudden he started. Digby asked him what he ailed. " I

know not," he replied, "bu t I feel no more pain. Methinks a

pleasing kind of freshness, as it were a wet cold napkin spread

over my hand, has taken away the inflammation that tormented

me." Digby advised him, since he felt already so good an effect

of the new medicament, to cast away all his plaisters, and simply

to keep the wounds in a moderate temperature. " After dinner,"

remarks Digby, " I took the garter out of the water, and put

it to dry before a great fire; it was scarce dry, but Mr. Howell's

servant came running that his master felt as much burning as ever

he had done, if not more, for the heat was such as if his hand were

'twixt coals of fire. I answered that . . . I knew the reason . . .

and that his master should be free from that inflammation . . .

before he could return unto him. . . . He went, and at the instant

I did put again the garter into the water; thereupon he found his

master without any pain at all. . . . Within five or six days the

wounds were cicatrized and entirely healed."*

The King, astonished at the cure, and having, as Sir Kenelm

* A late discourse by Sir Kenelm Digby, touching the Cure of Wounds by the Powder
of Sympathy. Lond. 12mo. 1658, pp. 10 ,11 . The Rev. S. Blois Turner, of Halesworth,
F.S.A., very kindly presented the Editor with a copy of this book, which he has used on
the present occasion. The early editions differ in some particulars from that of 1669.



PREFACE. XXIX

assures us, " a particular talent and marvellous sagacity to discuss

natural things and penetrate them to the very marrow," after some

drolling, " which he could do with a very good grace, about a

magician and a sorcerer," asked Digby what was his secret. Ad-

mitted to an acquaintance with the mystery, his Majesty made

"sundry proofs" of his new power, and "received singular satisfac-

tion " from the results. Sir Theodore Mayerne, the royal physician,

finding the King practising with vitriol, applied to Digby for explana-

tion, which he willingly gave him. From him the secret, which

Digby professed to have received from a Carmelite who had brought

it from the East, got abroad, and at the end of five and thirty years

Digby remarked that there was scarcely a country barber but was

acquainted with it.*

Upon this narrative it may be remarked, that it was not written

until more than thirty years after the occurrence of the events to

which it relates, a lapse of time which is quite sufficient to account

for some of its more obvious touches of the marvellous. With

respect to the cure itself, it is strange that the gossiping subject of it,

who seems to have often racked his brains for a topic for a letter,

never mentions it. He writes to Sir Kenelm with extraordinary

deference, and refers to him always with the greatest respect, as to a

person his superior in station and acquirements, but there is never

an allusion to the Powder of Sympathy. Of the fact of the cure, or

that Sir Kenelm accompanied it with the vitriol and the dipped

garter, we would not be understood to express a doubt, but Sir

Kenelm's theories respecting a sympathetic cause will not bear con-

* The subject of Howell's cure by the Sympathetic Powder was treated by Sir Walter
Scott in note W to the Lay of the Last Minstrel; also by Mr. Pettigrew, in his book on
Superstitions connected with Medicine and Surgery.

CAMD. SOC. e
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sideration for a moment. Without any of the pretended Carmelite's

nostrums there is quite sufficient in the narrative itself to account

for the cure. The severed parts had been brought together by the

King's surgeon; he had also applied some stimulating plaisters which

irritated the wound, interfered with natural attempts at adhesion, and

caused pain; upon their removal the relief was almost instantaneous.

Nature, set at liberty, proceeded in her own way to effect the cure,

and would have done so if the vitriol and the garter had never

existed. Such, however, was not the opinion of Sir Kenelm's con-

temporaries. King James probably thought it a wonder upon a par

with the virtues of his own royal touch, and the world at large looked

upon Sir Kenelm with a kind of awe.

Digby's position at Court for the first four years after his appointment

was such that without a very considerable share of sound judgment

and self-command he would not have been able to have stood his

ground. During that time there was carrying on a thorough war

between his kinsman the Earl of Bristol and the Duke of Bucking-

ham ; the one honest and independent, the other beyond comparison

the most powerful, and probably also the most unscrupulous, of all

the royal servants. Standing between these hostile combatants,

each of whom was striving by all the means in his power to ruin

the other; connected with one of them by intimacy and relationship,

and with the other by his appointment at Court; even employed by

the Earl of Bristol occasionally as a medium of communication with

the King, Digby yet contrived to keep both his place and his friend

without offence. The times were stirring. England was at war

with both France and Spain, and consequently with the Netherlands.

There were military and naval expeditions, and all the youth of

England were on fire in the pursuit of glory; but, depressed by the
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unfriendly greatness of Buckingham, to whom the name of Digby

was as wormwood, and enchanted with his life as a husband, Sir

Kenelm took no part in any active services. Nothing was offered

him, and he did not put himself forward. His inactivity surprised

his friends. The expectations that had been formed of his great

qualities seemed about to be disappointed. The Earl of Bristol

remonstrated with him. He defended himself by alleging that he

was above fortune, which others had need of, and neither feared nor

desired anything; that if employment were proposed to him he

would not avoid it; and that his affection to Venetia would be no

impediment to his undertaking any public and great action when he

should see a fit season.

Although he thus repelled his relative's friendly inculpation, he

was aroused by it. The feelings to which it was addressed had lain

dormant, but were not dead. " After many discourses in his under-

standing, he concluded that it was necessary for him to employ him-

self on some generous action that might give testimony to the world

how his affections had nothing impaired the nobleness of his mind

. . . whereupon he resolved to undertake speedily something that

might tend to the King's service, and gain himself honour and

experience." This was the origin of the Expedition of which we

now publish Sir Kenelm's own Journal.

The design was that of a general privateering voyage, similar to

one which had lately been carried out by the Earl of Warwick;

but with an ultimate, although concealed, intention to capture the

French ships which were usually to be found in the Venetian

harbour of Scanderoon. Buckingham had very much disliked

Warwick's expedition, as emanating from the royal authority, and not

from himself as Lord Admiral, but the power and public position of
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the Earl of Warwick had sufficed to carry him through in spite of

Buckingham's antagonism. Digby possessed but a small share of

the Earl of Warwick's advantages, but Buckingham was now absent

in the Isle of Rhe; so Sir Kenelm explained his wishes to the King

himself, who not only gave him permission of absence, but promised

him a commission under the Great Seal, and that it should be as

ample as anything of the kind which " any gentleman of his quality"

had previously had. Upon this promise Sir Kenelm made his pre-

parations, and a bill for the proposed grant was drawn by Secretary

Coke and signed by the King. But as soon as the facts came to the

knowledge of the Admiralty, Edward Nicholas, Buckingham's

Secretary, was up in arms. He called upon Sir Henry Marten the

Judge of the Admiralty, and summoned the Duke's friends at Court,

to resist the proposed infringement upon his master's jurisdiction,

and especially to prevent the passing of such a grant during his

absence. Some of the results of the opposition that was thus raised

are very clear. The first who was called into council was Mr.

Attorney-General Heath. He objected to the power given to Sir

Kenelm to execute martial law. Thereupon the bill prepared by

Secretary Coke was laid aside, and the King signed another from

which the clause excepted against was omitted.* In the second

place, Lord Keeper Coventry was consulted. He disapproved of

many things. In conformity with his directions the Attorney-

General prepared another bill to which the King affixed a third

signature.f Hostile criticism had now proved thoroughly effective.

The King's approbation of the intended voyage, and any sanction of

* Coll. Sign Man. Car. I. vol. iv. No. 5.
f Ibid. No. 26; and see State Papers (Pub. Record Office) Dom. Car. I. vol. lxxxiv.,

Nos. 42, 43 and Nicholas's Letter Book, Dom. James I. vol. ccxix., pp. 51, 64.
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Sir Kenelm's designs beyond mere licence, was struck out. The

expedition was carefully deprived of everything like a public cha-

racter. The bill as it now stood was little if anything more than a

permission to a gentleman who sought adventures to embark upon a

voyage " for the increase of his knowledge, whereby he should be

better able thereafter to do service" to the King and his realm,

with a charge to his crew of obedience to their commanders whilst

out of the King's dominions, under pain of the infliction, without

saying by whom, of such punishment as Sir Kenelm should " see

cause," and with a direction that proportionable partition should be

made among the co-adventurers of any prizes which Sir Kenelm might

take from the subjects of any power " not in league or amity " with

his Majesty. In this form the grant was ultimately passed.*

It had scarcely done so when the Duke of Buckingham returned

from Rhe. The ground had then all to be gone over again, and the

terms were finally settled at an interview between the Duke and

Digby. Digby took out Letters of Marque from the Lord Admiral

in addition to his commission from the King. He also entered into

bonds for the performance of the stipulations of his Letters of Marque,

and signed some Declaration the nature of which does not appear.

The last document took some time to prepare, and was not ready

on the 21st December 1627, when Digby quitted London to take

the command of his ships in the Downs, leaving behind a person

charged to bring the important document after him.f On the day

following the Journal takes up the narrative.

In an Admiralty Book containing minutes of Letters of Marque
granted at this time J there is a notice of those issued to Digby,

* Rot. Pat. 3 Car. I. p. 3, n. 20, dorso. Fcedera, xviii. 947.
f State Papers, Dom. Car. I. vol. lxxxvii., No. 24. J Ibid. vol. exv., p. 95.
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under the date of 13th December 1627. His two ships, the Eagle,

of 400 tons, and the George and Elizabeth, of 250 tons, are both

described as belonging to London. Sir Kenelm is stated to be the

owner of both of them, and Milborne the captain of the Eagle,

and Sir Henry Stradling of the other vessel. The Christian name of

the latter captain was evidently either a clerical mistake, or an error

in carrying out an alteration rendered necessary by a change of plan

on the part of Sir Kenelm. The gentleman who really had the com-

mand of the George and Elizabeth, and who was not merely Digby's

companion on this occasion, but his close friend for many subsequent

years, was unquestionably Sir Edward Stradling, but he had a brother

Henry, who also went this voyage with him. The clerk who made

the entry of the Letters of Marque wrote at first " Henry Stradling,

Esqre," but afterwards, as if his intention had been to alter the entry

according to what was the ultimate fact, he knighted the gentleman

by inserting " Sir " before the Christian name, and converting the

" Esqre" into " Knight," but omitted fully to carry out his intention

by altering the " Henry" into "Edward." Henry, it may be added,

was a sailor by profession, and after this time had commands in the

Royal Navy, but he did not become Sir Henry until 1642.*

Of Sir Edward Stradling we know but little. He was the eldest

of the eight sons of Sir John Stradling of St. Donat's, in the county

of Glamorgan, a man of considerable position and of some literary

talent. He was created a Baronet at the institution of the order in

1611, and died on the 9th September 1637, when Digby's friend

succeeded to the Baronetcy. In the civil war Sir Edward was a

decided royalist, but his services were brief and unfortunate. He

joined the King at Shrewsbury with 1,000 Welshmen. He com-

* Walkley's Cat. of Knights, 1658, p. 157.
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manded them as Colonel at Edgehill, but was taken prisoner, and

was confined for some time in Warwick Castle. On obtaining his

release he went to the King at Oxford, where he died in 1644.*

His intimacy with Sir Kenelm indicates the possession of something

of his father's taste for literature, and there is one special fact con-

nected with this Voyage to the Mediterranean which points in the

same direction. Sir Kenelm was particularly delighted with Spenser's

Faerie Queen. Ben Jonson alludes to this partiality in the poem

from which we have already quoted. He bids Venetia go to her

husband in his study, and salute him:—
Say he be

Busy, or frown at first; when he sees thee
He will clear up his forehead; think thou bringest
Good omen to him in the note thou singest,
For he doth love my verses, and will look
Upon them next to Spenser's noble book,
And praise them too.

" Spenser's noble book" beguiled the occasional tedium of Digby's

voyage in the Mediterranean. One passage in it of a very mysterious

character—the 22nd section of the 9th canto of the 2nd Book—had

been pointed out to him as " an indissoluble riddle." A solution in

accordance with his own mystical notions had instantly flashed

across his mind. In the course of his voyage this passage and its

meaning had been a theme of discourse between the two knights in

the cabin of the Eagle or as they paced the quarter deck. Digby

explained his thoughts to his friend viva voce, and afterwards com-

mitted them to writing in a letter addressed to him "From aboard my

ship the Eagle, the 13th June, 1628."f It was subsequently published

* He was buried in the chapel of Jesus College. The history of this family has been
pleasantly illustrated in the volume of Stradling Correspondence, ably edited by the Rev.
J. M. Traherne, Lond. 12mo. 1840.

t Harl. MS. 7375.
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in a little pamphlet, Lond. 12mo. 1643. Without troubling our

readers with Digby's occult notions of Spenser's meaning we may

conclude that he would scarcely have presented them to Sir Edward

if he had not known that he took an interest in such subjects.

Having thus brought down our introductory matter to the time

when the Journal now printed takes up the history, we must leave

our readers to pursue it in Sir Kenelm's own narrative. The voyage

which is there described has been the subject of the same degree of

misunderstanding as many other parts of Sir Kenelm's biography.

The circumstances which induced him to embark upon it have been

totally mistaken; not less so its design, and in some degree also its

results. His exploits involved him in considerable trouble, their

legality being a matter of dispute among persons in authority; but he

was more than compensated by the credit which they obtained him with

the people at large. Among them Digby's actions called forth but

one voice, and that was in commendation of his daring and success.

" In that drowsy and unactive time," remarks Lord Clarendon, the

action at Scanderoon " was looked upon with general estimation."

" Drowsy and unactive!" Did the noble historian forget that he was

writing of a period in which England was at war with both France and

Spain? Had he—alone amongst Englishmen—ceased to remember

the expedition of Count Mansfeldt, and those to Cadiz, to Rhe, and to

Rochelle, all which, as they succeeded each other, within three of the

years which we are called upon to believe " drowsy and unactive,"

excited emotions of grief and shame from Berwick to the Land's End ?

Epithets more inappropriate could scarcely have been selected. But

it did not suit the views of the historian of the Rebellion to admit

that these early years of the reign of Charles I. were a time of un-

paralleled mismanagement, and consequently of terrible misfortune.
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Disaster followed disaster without intermission. Everything failed.

England was discredited, and Englishmen were dispirited. Even our

ancient courage seemed to have departed from us. At such a time it

is easy to imagine how grateful it was to every English heart to hear

of Digby's successes. Men did not pause to weigh them in legal scales;

official people might do that. It was believed that at Scanderoon

there had been provocation which was followed by chastisement, a

succession of seeming cause and eiFect in which there was sufficient

general equity to satisfy the popular judgment. In Sardinia he

had laid his ship close under the cannon of a fort, and had silenced

it by driving the gunnel's from their walls. At Scanderoon he had

attacked and defeated great Venetian galleazzes, at one time esteemed

invincible. In both cases he had dared and he had succeeded.

What might not have been accomplished—it was argued—if the

same spirit had presided at Rochelle!

The manuscript from which we have printed is the property of

William Watkin E. Wynne, Esq., and is preserved in the cele-

brated Library of Peniarth.* It is as we have before remarked

entirely in the autograph of Sir Kenelm, and contains proof in sub-

sequent corrections and additions that he kept it by him for some

time after it was originally written. By placing it in the hands

of the Camden Society for publication Mr. Wynne has made a

valuable addition to our stores of materials for English History.

Its publication must lead to a rectification of many errors respecting

Sir Kenelm's Expedition, and will probably conduce some day to

the writing of a complete Life of its singular and in many respects

extraordinary author. What we have written, by way of giving

* A pedigree showing the descent of the MS. from Sir Kenelm to the present owner
is given in the Additional Notes, p. 97.

CAMD, SOC. f
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our readers some insight into his character and his position at the

time when he wrote Mr. Wynne's manuscript, may do some little

towards showing that such a life of him if written by a competent

historical scholar, in a proper spirit, and founded upon a consultation

of all the many MSS. relating to him, could not be otherwise than

a most important and interesting work.

The MS. is written upon paper of a foolscap size and bound in a

parchment cover, which is indorsed in a large printing hand of the

last century, now nearly effaced, " A Journall 1627, 1628, 1629,

kept by Sir Kenelm Digby, and written by his own hand when

Admiral in the Narrow Seas." This is an example of the many

mistakes which are afloat concerning him. Every one who has

written about him seems to have thought it his duty to make him

appear to have been a much greater official person than he really

was. He is persistently termed a Gentleman of the " Bed-chamber"

instead of the " Privy Chamber,"—a very different thing; his office

in connexion with the Navy is represented as one of high importance

instead of being a mere supernumerary ministerial appointment in

which he was altogether controlled by the Lords of the Admiralty ;

the office of Admiral of the Narrow Seas was one which he never

held; and what are we to say to the dignities which are heaped

upon him in the new French General Biographical Dictionary,—a

work which is often extremely well-informed upon English subjects?

He stands there as " Intendant Giniral des armies navales, et

Gouverneur de Varsenal maritime de la Trinite." *

J. B.

18 Jan. 1868.

Nouvelle Biographie Generale, xiv. 166.


